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1. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) And Claim Objection 

Claims 1, 3-8, 21 and 25 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
Asada et al. (EP 0,471,628) in view of Streibig (U.S. Pat. No. 6,488,376) and 
Matsuoka (JP 2001-183647). Claim 2 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
over Asada in view of Streibig and Matsuoka, and further in view of Kobayashi et al. 
(U.S. Pat. No. 5,017,223). Claims 9, 10-17, 19 and 20 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) over Asada in view of Streibig and Matsuoka, and further in view of 
Evans et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,514,503). Claims 22-24 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) over Asada in view of Streibig and Matsuoka, and further in view of 
Bock et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,544,582). Claim 18 has been objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. The Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections and objection 
based on the following remarks. 

Regarding claims 1, the Examiner has conceded that Asada does not disclose a 
plurality of cliches, a black resin formed in a groove (on a plurality of cliches) and 
transferring a black resin onto a color filter to form a black matrix pattern on top of 
the color filter (Office Action, page 2). The Examiner further has conceded that 
Streibig does not teach a black resin formed in a groove (on a plurality of cliches) and 
transferring a black resin onto a color filter to form a black matrix pattern on top of 
the color filter (Office Action, page 2). The Examiner tries to overcome these 
deficiencies by asserting that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention as taught by Asada 
to include a plurality of cliches as taught by Streibig, and to modify the invention as 
taught by Asada and Streibig to replace the opaque material thereof in Streibig with a 
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black resin and to include a method of providing a black matrix on top of the color 
filter as taught by Matsuoka. 

However, the black matrix layer as expressly disclosed in Matsuoka, is formed 
by a photographic method (see Solution section). That is, Matsuoka does not teach a 
black resin formed in a groove (on a plurality of cliches) and transferring a black resin 
onto a color filter to form a black matrix pattern on top of the color filter, either. Thus, 
Matsuoka does not suggest altering Asada and Streibig to provide a black resin 
formed in a groove on a plurality of cliches and transfer a black resin onto a color 
filter to form a black matrix pattern on top of the color filter. 

In contrast, the method of fabricating a color filter in a display device recited 
in independent claim 1 comprises providing a plurality of cliches in which grooves 
are formed, each groove having one of a color ink and a black resin, and transferring 
the black resin in a first cliche onto the color filter to form a black matrix pattern on 
top of the color filter. 

In view of the above remarks, the Applicants respectfully submit that Asada in 
view of Streibig and Matsuoka does not teach or suggest all the limitations as recited 
in independent claim 1, and thus a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
established (see MPEP 2143). Accordingly, the rejection against independent claim 1, 
and thus the rejections against claims 2-17 and 19-25 and the objection to claims 18, 
which all depend from independent claim 1, are improper and should be withdrawn. 

2. Allowed Claims 



Claims 26-28 are allowed. 



